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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-7533

M KE BAI LEY,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

JASPER CLAY, JR, Vice Chairman; JOHN DOCE,
Nat i onal Appeals Board, United States Parole
Comm ssi on; CAROL PAVI LACK GETTY, Conm ssi on-
er; G MLLS, Examner; R WAGNER, Exam ner;
C. YOUNG Examiner, North Central Region,
United States Parole Comm ssion; J. HAGEN,
Probation O ficer, District of South Dakot a;
UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Benson E. Legg, District Judge. (CA-95-
1674-L1)

Subm tt ed: March 19, 1996 Deci ded: March 29, 1996

Bef ore MURNAGHAN and NI EMEYER, Circuit Judges, and CHAPMAN, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

M ke Bail ey, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).






PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order di sm ssing
this civil action wi thout requiring service of process pursuant to
28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(d) (1985). W have reviewed the record and the
district court's opinionandfindnoreversibleerror. Accordingly,
we affirm substantially on the reasoning of the district court.

Bailey v. day, No. CA-95-1674-L (D. Md. Aug. 31, 1995). We note

t hat because Appell ant has al |l eged nere negligence on the part of
t he Def endants, he has not stated a clai munder the Privacy Act. 5

U S.C A 8§ 552a(g) (West 1977 & Supp. 1995); see Edison v. Depart -

ment of the Arny, 672 F.2d 840, 842-46 (11th G r. 1982). W deny

Appellant's notions for the appoi ntnent of counsel and di spense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presentedinthe naterials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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